PATENT - AMENDMENT AFTER FINAL 
Response Under 37 CFR 1.1 16-Expedited 
Procedure - Examining Group 2109 

Remarks 

In the Office Action mailed May 9, 2007, the Examiner: (i) objected to claims 1- 
13, 20, 21, 23 and 24 because of informalities; (ii) rejected claim 20 under 35 U.S.C. 101; 
(iii) rejected claims 1-8, 1 1-13, 20, 23 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) obviated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,247,020 to Minard ("Minard") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,014,666 to 
Helland et al ("Helland"); and (iv) rejected claims 9-10, 14-19, and 21-22 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as obviated by Minard in view of Publication No. 2004/0064802 to 
Cherdron et al ("Cherdron") 

In this Response, Applicant has amended claims 1 and 20; and cancelled claim 21. 
Claims 1-20 and 23-24 will be pending after entry of this Amendment. 

I. Claim Objections 

The Examiner objected to claims 1-13, 20, 21, 23 and 24 due to informalities, and 
suggested corrections. Applicant has amended claims 1 and 20 to contain the suggested 
language. 

II. Rejections under Section 101 

The Examiner rejected claims 20 as not being directed to non-statutory subject 
matter, and suggested a correction. Applicant has amended claim 20 to contain the 
suggested language. 
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III. Rejections under Section 103 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-24 under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being obviated by 
various combinations of Minard, Helland and Cherdron. 

A. The references do not teach or suggest all of the claim elements. 

A combination of references can only obviate an invention if the suggested 
combination teaches or suggests all of the claimed limitations. MPEP § 2142. Or put 
another way, if none of the references teach or suggest a particular limitation, then the 
claimed inventions can not be obviated by any combination of the cited art. Applicant 
respectfully submits that none of the references teaches or suggests "detecting 
configurations associated with a plurality of instances of an executing application, 
wherein each configuration comprises with a plurality of settings" (claims 1 and 20) or 
"data representing a plurality of executing instances of the application" (claims 14 and 
22). 

7. Minard 

The Examiner has acknowledged that Minard fails to teach or suggest "detecting 
configurations associated with a plurality of instances of an executing application, 
wherein each configuration comprises with a plurality of settings" (claims 1 and 20) or 
"data representing a plurality of executing instances of the application" (claims 14 and 
22). Office Action mailed May 9, 2007 at tyO. 
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2. Helland 

Helland also fails to teach or suggest "detecting configurations associated with a 
plurality of instances of an executing application, wherein each configuration comprises 
with a plurality of settings" (claims 1 and 20) or "data representing a plurality of 
executing instances of the application" (claims 14 and 22). Instead, Helland is directed at 
an IDE that allows programmers to 'declaratively and programmatically' define access 
roles, during development, in a platform neutral-format. E.g., Helland, abstract, col 2, 
lines 49-52; col. 2, lines 55-57. At runtime, the server uses these roles to authorize users 
to processing services. 

The present invention, in contrast, is directed at a completely different problem, 
namely the problem of how to manage cross-platform, multi-system settings in a program 
dialogue. Some of these settings are global, where others have local overrides. A 
manager can never be sure when changing a setting which instances of systems and 
policies that change will affect. Moreover, global configuration files and inherited 
settings act in very different ways. For example, if a manager overrides the global value 
for a particular setting, that setting now behaves on its own, independent of the global 
setting. 

With these fundamental differences in mind, Applicant respectfully submits that 
there is nothing in Helland that teaches or suggests how to manage settings of instances of 
an executing application, and certainly nothing that teaches or suggests "detecting 
configurations associated with a plurality of instances of an executing application, 
wherein each configuration comprises with a plurality of settings" (claims 1 and 20) or 
"data representing a plurality of executing instances of the application" (claims 14 and 
22). 
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The Examiner appears to interpret multiple users accessing a single application as 
"detecting configurations associated with a plurality of instances of an executing 
application, wherein each configuration comprises with a plurality of settings" and ""data 
representing a plurality of executing instances of the application." Office Action mailed 
May 9, 2007 at ^ 10. Applicant respectfully traverses. First, reading 14 users" against 
"executing applications" is contrary to the both customary meaning of those terms and 
Applicant's Specification. Second, even assuming arguendo that a user is an executing 
application, the Helland does not detect multiple configurations associated with that user, 
with each configuration comprising inheritable settings. Helland simply maps a user ID 
to a role defined 'declaratively and programmatically' during development. E.g., 
Helland, col. 2, line 49 - col. 3, line 2. Finally, Applicant notes that its own Background 
specifically distinguishes the role-based system described in Helland, albeit using the 
more general terminology 'multiple configuration files containing settings for the most 
common situations and uses.' Background, pg. 2, lines 9-21. As noted in Applicant's 
Background section, one problem with these systems is that IT administrators now need 
to track what each configuration file does and which configuration file each instance uses. 
Id. at lines 11-12. To further complicate matters, certain values can and should be 
overridden at run-time. When this occurs, the 'override' settings do not show up in any 
configuration file. Id. at lines 12-14. As a result, IT administrators frequently cannot see 
from which configuration file a particular instance is inheriting when looking at that 
instance, or even see that a particular setting is inheriting at all without performing a 
detailed and time-consuming investigation. Id. at lines 14-1 7. 
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3. Cherdron 

The Cherdron reference is also directed at standard IDE. Like Minard and 
Helland, Cherdron is completely silent about how to manage settings of instances of an 
executing application. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that this reference 
also fails to teach or suggest "detecting configurations associated with a plurality of 
instances of an executing application, wherein each configuration comprises with a 
plurality of settings" (claims 1 and 20) or "data representing a plurality of executing 
instances of the application" (claims 14 and 22). 

B. Even if the references taught or suggested every element, the proposed 
combinations would still not obviate the claimed invention 

To rely on a reference under 35 U.S.C. § 103, the reference must be analogous 
prior art. MPEP §2141. 01(a). A reference is considered analogous prior art if the 
reference is either in the field of Applicants' endeavour or, if the reference is reasonably 
pertinent to the particular problem with which the inventor was concerned. Id. A 
reference is pertinent if, even though it may be in a different field from that of the 
inventor's endeavour, it is one which, because of the matter with which it deals, logically 
would have commended itself to an inventor's attention in considering his problem. See 
id., citing Wang Laboratories v. Toshiba Corp., 993 F.2d 858 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Furthermore, when determining whether a reference is analogous, the Examiner cannot 
look at isolated teachings of the prior art without considering the over-all context within 
which those teachings are presented. In re Pagliaro, 657 F. 2d 1219, 1225 (Cust & 
PatApp., 1981). Thus, the Examiner must consider each reference as a whole and 
determine if the reference as a whole is concerned with problems associated with the 
pending application. Id. 
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As described in the background section, the present invention is directed at 
helping IT administrators manage the many settings associated with each instance of an 
application program. E.g., pg. 7, lines 18-25; pg. 2, lines 22-23. Minard, Helland, and 
Cherdron, in contrast, are directed at helping computer programmers manage inherited 
values. Applicant respectfully submits that these problems have no relation to each other. 
In fact, there is no teaching or suggestion of how to manage executing applications 
settings in any of the cited references. For at least this reason, the proposed combination 
is improper. 

IV, Conclusion 

Applicant believes that all of the objections and rejections of record have been 
overcome and requests issuance of a Notice of Allowance. If the Examiner, upon 
considering this amendment, thinks that a telephone interview would be helpful in 
expediting Allowance of the present application, he/she is respectfully urged to call the 
Applicant's attorney at the number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Grant A. Johnson y 
Registration No.: 42,696 



Telephone: 
Fax No.: 



(507) 253-4660 
(507) 253-2382 
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